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Air Force, Lieutenant Colonel Lawler
has been honored with the Meritorious
Service Medal with two Oak Leaf Clus-
ters, the Joint Commendation Medal,
and the Air Force Commendation
Medal with two Oak Leaf Clusters.
Bryan Lawler’s military service re-
flects hard work, pride, and efficiency.
The work done by Colonel Lawler in
the service of his country is greatly ap-
preciated. I know that all Iowans and
all Americans join me in expressing
their thanks for a job well done.

Mr. President, I would like to quote
the words of one of Colonel Lawler’s
fellow officers. I believe that these
words describe the Colonel well. ‘‘Colo-
nel Lawler has been a leader, guiding
hundreds of young people who have
learned and themselves succeeded
under his steady influence. Few mem-
bers of the Department are as well re-
spected, admired and liked by his supe-
riors, peers and subordinates as is Colo-
nel Lawler.’’

Mr. President, I sincerely congratu-
late Lieutenant Colonel Bryan T.
Lawler on his service with the U.S. Air
Force. He is the type of officer that our
military needs. I wish him the best of
luck in the years to come.∑
VICE PRESIDENT GORE ON THE 40TH ANNIVER-

SARY OF THE INTERSTATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, today
the President of the Senate, the Vice
President of the United States, AL
GORE, Jr., issued a statement com-
memorating the 40th anniversary of
the Interstate Highway System. His
statement is fitting, not only because
of the unparalleled significance the
Interstate Highway System holds for
every American, but also because of
the key role in the development of that
system played by the Vice President’s
father, Al Gore, Sr. I ask unanimous
consent that the Vice President’s
statement be printed in the RECORD
and commend it to my colleagues’ and
the public’s attention.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
STATEMENT BY VICE PRESIDENT AL GORE

COMMEMORATING THE 40TH ANNIVERSARY OF
THE INTERSTATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM, JUNE 26,
1996

This week marks the 40th anniversary of
the historic legislation that created our na-
tion’s Interstate Highway System. Tonight,
at the Zero Milestone Market on the Ellipse,
there will be an event to honor the four vi-
sionary Americans who made it possible:
President Dwight Eisenhower; Congressman
Hale Boggs; former Federal Highway Admin-
istrator Frank Turner; and my hero, my
mentor, one of Tennessee’s finest sons and
one of America’s greatest Senators . . . my
father, Senator Al Gore, Sr.

The Interstate Highway System has meant
so much to our country. Its creation led to
an unprecedented period of national growth
and prosperity. It increased safety and dra-
matically reduced traffic fatalities. And it
enhanced our national defense and security.

The Interstate Highway System has lit-
erally changed the way we work and even
the way we live. But it has done something
else, too—something that can’t be measured
by statistics or dollar signs.

The Interstate Highway System unified
our great and diverse nation. As President
Clinton has said, it ‘‘did more to bring Amer-
icans together than any other law this cen-
tury.’’ And by so doing, it gave our citizens—
and still gives our citizens 40 years and
about 44,000 miles later—the very freedom
that defines America.

Inherent in our Bill of Rights—whether the
freedom of religion or press—is the freedom
of mobility . . . to go where we please, when
we please. Families driving to our national
parks on vacation, mothers coming home
from work, fathers taking their children to
baseball games . . . all depend on the Inter-
state Highway System—a system that has
paved the way not only to the next destina-
tion, but to opportunity itself.

A highway to opportunity—that is Amer-
ica. And that is the freedom, I am proud to
say, made possible in part by my father’s
dedication. I’m equally proud to continue
that tradition—inspired by him—by working
to connect all Americans to the 21st cen-
tury’s highway to opportunity, the informa-
tion superhighway.

I was always amazed how the voice that
called me to the dinner table or reminded me
to do my homework could be the same voice
that argued so eloquently in the Senate for
what can only be described as the greatest
public works project in the history of the
United States of America. And on this, the
40th anniversary of that accomplishment, I
would like to thank my father, Senator Al
Gore, Sr.

On behalf of all Americans, I would like to
thank him for the Interstate Highway Sys-
tem that, in his words, is truly an ‘‘object of
national pride.’’ And I would like to thank
him, personally, for teaching me both what
it means to be a dedicated public servant and
a dedicated father.

f

SECURITY AT THE WHITE HOUSE
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, yester-

day’s Washington Post contained a
very interesting op-ed piece written by
William T. Coleman, Jr., former Sec-
retary of Transportation in the Ford
administration, who is chairman of the
NAACP Legal Defense and Education
Fund. I have known, through the years,
this distinguished public servant very,
very well. He enjoys the confidence and
respect of the broadest possible spec-
trum here in the Nation’s Capital, cer-
tainly of this Senator.

Mr. President, he was addressing the
serious problem with respect to secu-
rity at the White House, and I point
out that he is a Republican. He goes
into considerable detail on the issue re-
cently voted on in the Senate, the clos-
ing of Pennsylvania Avenue. I voted
against that Sense of the Senate Reso-
lution. I feel that matters relating to
security, such as the closing of Penn-
sylvania Avenue, no matter the consid-
erable inconvenience to many citizens
and in particular citizens from my
State of Virginia, contiguous to the
Nation’s capital, should best be left to
those who are responsible for decisions
relating to security.

Quite frankly, in my State, my vote
was not popular because of the incon-
venience to those utilizing Pennsylva-
nia Avenue for transportation to and
from their places of employment and
the like. I cast a vote to table that res-
olution.

Today, in our newspapers and on tel-
evision, we have seen the absolutely
tragic news about the bombing in
Saudi Arabia. Mr. President, the first
thought in my mind is a great sense of
compassion, of course, for the families,
for the victims, those who have lost
their lives, those who are injured. How
many times I and others, including the
presiding officer and the distinguished
chairman of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, have reminded the American
public of the risk taken every day by
men and women of the Armed Forces.
They volunteer to go beyond our shores
to provide that framework of security,
together with our allies, such that we
can enjoy what we are doing here
today—freedom of speech and every
other type of freedom guaranteed by
our Constitution. We honor the great
sense of obligation that these men and
women have and the generations that
have preceded them and worn the uni-
forms, knowing they take risks of
varying levels once they depart the
shores of our United States.

I think we should take a lesson from
that tragedy as it relates to security
and the type of weapon employed by
those terrorists; namely, a truck, from
outward appearances being a fuel
truck. I consulted today with the intel-
ligence staff of the Department of De-
fense. I think it can be said that a fuel
truck was carefully reconfigured and
the contents carefully put in by expert
individuals. It was not some back-ga-
rage type of manufacturing job by per-
sons in that region.

The article by Mr. Coleman is rel-
evant to the tragedy within the last 24
hours in Saudi Arabia. Terrorism
against our men and women of the
Armed Forces abroad, in my judgment,
is directly related to the issue regard-
ing Pennsylvania Avenue and the
house of the President of the United
States, which is the public property of
every citizen in this country. I ask
unanimous consent this article be
printed in the RECORD following my re-
marks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibit 1.)
Mr. EXON. Will the Senator yield?
Mr. WARNER. I am happy to yield to

the Senator.
Mr. EXON. I would like to say a few

things complimenting my friend from
Virginia on the remarks he made.

Mr. WARNER. Take such time as the
Senator desires.

Mr. EXON. While the Senator from
Virginia and I have not always agreed
on all subjects, we have agreed on more
than we have disagreed on. I could not
help but ask for a moment, if I might,
to congratulate the Senator from Vir-
ginia for his very thoughtful remarks
with regard to the security of the
White House. I voted against the reso-
lution when it came up because I
thought it was ill-advised.

I believe it is safe to say that what
happened, the tragedy that happened
to our people serving the United States
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overseas with the terrorist attack yes-
terday, if it can happen in Dhahran,
Saudi Arabia, it can happen even more
easily at an open Pennsylvania Ave-
nue, 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue.

I thank the Senator for his thought-
ful comments and remarks.

Mr. WARNER. I thank my colleague.
Also, I feel the President of the Unit-

ed States, President Clinton, has ad-
dressed thus far this tragedy in
Dhahran in an exemplary manner. He
has dispatched all known resources in
this country to analyze how this could
have happened, and I was told by the
Department of Defense a short time
ago, every possible means of medical
care and logistics are en route by air to
the scene to help those many, many
who are still suffering in the hospital.

EXHIBIT 1
[From the Washington Post, June 25, 1996]

KEEP THE AVENUE CLOSED

(By William T. Coleman, Jr.)
When the Secret Service first described to

us its proposal to eliminate vehicular traffic
from two busy blocks of Pennsylvania Ave-
nue, I and the five other persons serving as
outside advisers to the Treasury Depart-
ment’s White House Security Review were
dead set against it. We were all well aware
that the presidency carries with it inevitable
risks: Certainly, this president has been far
more vulnerable on his two trips to the Mid-
dle East than he would ever be in the White
House.

Moreover, as longtime Washington area
residents and commuters, we were concerned
about the effects on the city. We were also
mindful of the public’s possible reaction to
restricting access to the people’s house, and
with this in mind, we consulted three of the
four living former presidents.

But in the final analysis—and unfortu-
nately much of that analysis cannot be made
public because it concerns sensitive security
matters—it became clear to us: The evidence
unequivocally established that the No. 1
threat to the president in the White House,
and to all those who work and visit there,
would be an explosive-laden truck driven
right up to the White House gates. A lim-
ousine, a large car, a station wagon, a bus
would also have the capacity to carry such
dangerous devices. And in fact all of these
vehicles have been used to deliver explosives
in one place or another in the world.

Surely those clamoring for the reopening
of Pennsylvania Avenue to vehicular traffic
cannot believe that the risks are imaginary
[editorial, May 22; op-ed, June 8]. The in-
crease in fanatical terrorism, foreign and do-
mestic, the availability of powerful explo-
sives and the proliferation of information ex-
plaining how to build explosive devices yield
a potent mix that can no longer be ignored.

The recommendation we finally made to
the Treasury Department was based on the
realization that failure to adopt the Secret
Service’s proposal would undercut the serv-
ice’s responsibility to protect the first fam-
ily and the government’s responsibility to
protect the people who visit or work in or
near the White House.

Eliminating vehicular traffic from those
two blocks of Pennsylvania Avenue was not
a response to any of the specific events that
precipitated the review. That is to say it was
not intended simply to prevent another
plane crash or an assault by a gunman. Our
mandate from the beginning was to review
all aspects of White House security. In fact
our recommendation and Secretary Robert
Rubin’s decision were made prior to the trag-

ic incident in Oklahoma City. But that trag-
edy, as well as the earlier bombing of the
World Trade Center, painfully underscored
the reality we must face.

Having served as secretary of transpor-
tation in the Ford administration, I was es-
pecially concerned about the transit implica-
tions of this act. So were the other advisers.
All six of us racked our brains, our imagina-
tions and our experience to come up with a
solution that would keep some vehicular
traffic on that segment of Pennsylvania Ave-
nue. In the end, however, we determined that
there was no feasible way to do it.

Nevertheless, the White House remains one
of the most accessible executive residences
and offices in the Western World. While the
avenue is closed to motor vehicles, it is more
open than ever to pedestrians. (And I do
sense a weakness in the critics’ argument
that barring vehicles limits or thwarts the
chances of out-of-town visitors to see the
White House. I doubt that many who visit
Washington to see the president’s home con-
tent themselves with merely passing by in a
car, tax or bus.)

The security situation changes, and not al-
ways for the worse. American school-
children, for example, no longer have to go
through drills to prepare for nuclear attack.
On the other hand, we all now take for grant-
ed metal detectors at airports, and are be-
coming accustomed, reluctantly, to present-
ing photographic identification before board-
ing a plane. In the 1980s, access to the Cap-
itol, the home of the people’s Congress, was
restricted to pedestrians in response to
threats of Libyan-sponsored terrorism. Then
as now, many Washingtonians grumbled
about the traffic disruption, and complained
that the deployment of Jersey barriers cre-
ated a concrete perimeter around the Capitol
grounds. We now take that change for grant-
ed.

The Jersey barriers currently blocking
Pennsylvania Avenue are indeed unsightly.
But they are temporary measures, to be em-
ployed only until a permanent redesign can
be accomplished. The Park Service’s pro-
posed design shows that protecting the
White House will not require unsightly barri-
cades. The federal government should move
quickly to implement a permanent plan.

Although only a handful of individuals will
know the specific facts underlying our rec-
ommendation, anyone who reads the news-
papers or watches television news will recog-
nize that Secretary Rubin made the right de-
cision.

f

ADMIRAL BERNARD A. CLAREY
REMEMBERED

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, Amer-
ica lost a great hero this week. That
was Admiral Bernard A. Clarey, former
Commander in Chief of the Pacific
Fleet. I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD at the conclu-
sion of my remarks the New York
Times article detailing his extraor-
dinary career.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibit 1.)
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, when it

was my privilege to serve in the De-
partment of Defense between the years
1969 and 1974 in the posts of Under Sec-
retary and Secretary of the Navy, Ad-
miral Clarey was Vice Chief of Naval
Operations. The No. 2 man under the
CNO, who at that time was Adm.
Thomas Moorer; Admiral Clarey subse-

quently was transferred, and I had the
privilege of cutting his orders, to the
position of Commander in Chief of all
U.S. Forces in the Pacific, one of the
most important commands. Admiral
Zumwalt had become the CNO, and to-
gether we decided that Admiral Clarey
was the best qualified flag officer in
the Navy to take on this post at the
time of the very serious conflict in
Vietnam.

I had the privilege of working very
closely with this distinguished naval
officer in both his capacity as Vice
Chief and as Commander in Chief of the
Pacific Forces. I say with the greatest
humility that I looked upon him as one
might look upon an older brother. He
was an extraordinary man, decorated
with the second highest decoration of
the United States Navy, the Navy
Cross, in three separate instances, for
his heroism during World War II, and
he earned his distinguished naval
record ever since graduating from the
U.S. Naval Academy in 1934.

I remember so well in the fall of 1972,
during a very intense period of the war
in Vietnam, I, as Secretary, went out
to, as we called it in those days, ‘‘West
Pac,’’ with Admiral Clarey. We pro-
ceeded to the theater of operations in
Vietnam. We stopped several times in-
land, and then we proceeded to visit
each of the ships off the coast of Viet-
nam in a period of 72 hours. My recol-
lection is that we visited some 24 ships,
being lowered by helicopter onto the
deck of each ship to make our brief in-
spection, but mainly to commend the
sailors for their service to country and
the cause of freedom. We then com-
pleted our trip and returned to the
United States.

I recall very vividly that we partici-
pated in a Christmas service offshore
on the bow of one of our larger cruis-
ers, which at that very moment was
conducting operations to rescue airmen
who had been shot down during the
night in bombing missions.

Admiral Chick Clarey was a man
whom I shall always identify as the
epitome of what every sailor aspires to
be. His wife, Jean, was wonderful with
him—no finer Navy Wife ever existed. I
pay him his final salute as he goes on
to his just rewards.

I yield the floor.
EXHIBIT 1

[From the New York Times]
FORMER PACIFIC FLEET COMMANDER DIES

Adm. Bernard A. Clarey, a former vice
chief of naval operations who commanded
America’s naval might in the Pacific as the
country sought to extricate itself from the
quagmire of war in Indochina, died on Satur-
day at Tripler Hospital in Honolulu. He was
84 and lived in Honolulu, where he retired in
1973 as commander in chief of the Pacific
Fleet.

The cause was a heart attack, his family
said.

In 1968, President Lyndon B. Johnson gave
Clarey his fourth star and appointed him
vice chief, the No. 2 spot in the Navy’s uni-
formed hierarchy. But when Adm. Elmo R.
Zumwalt became chief of Naval Operations
two years later, he chose his own closest
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